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Law Enforcement Officers Memorial 
Fund to introduce legislation requiring 
the Park Service and the Officers Me-
morial Fund enter into a cooperative 
agreement outlining how the money in 
the maintenance fund will be spent. It 
is imperative that we correct this over-
sight and ensure the financial viability 
of the Officers Memorial Fund. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
2107, the National Law Enforcement Officers 
Memorial Maintenance Fund of 2005. The bill 
will transfer control of the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Fund from the 
National Park Service to the non-profit Na-
tional Law Enforcement Officers Memorial 
Fund to ensure the much needed mainte-
nance and repairs to the Memorial are made 
in a timely and effective manner. 

In 1996, the United States Commemorative 
Coin Act of 1996 was signed into law. This 
law mandated the minting and sale of several 
commemorative coins, including a National 
Law Enforcement Officers Memorial Silver 
Dollar. Surcharges from the coin sale were to 
be placed in a special interest-interest bearing 
account established by the U.S. Treasury and 
to be maintained by the National Park Service. 
The revenues generated were then to be used 
to maintain the Memorial, and interest accrued 
was to be used towards establishing a schol-
arship fund for the children of officers who 
were killed in the line of duty. 

Unfortunately, due to a series of uninten-
tional oversights, the nearly $1.4 million gen-
erated from the sale of the coin was mis-
placed, and until recently, was never invested 
by the U.S. Treasury in an interest-bearing ac-
count, as required by law. 

For the past six years, the Memorial Fund 
has tried, unsuccessfully, to gain access to the 
maintenance Fund to make needed repairs to 
the memorial. During this time, the Memorial 
Fund has spent more than $250,000 of its 
own funds, despite the existence of $1.4 mil-
lion they raised from the sale of the com-
memorative coin. These funds were intended 
for the purpose of making repairs to the me-
morial, as specifically outlined in federal legis-
lation. 

Therefore, to ensure the money in the main-
tenance fund is spent in accordance with the 
original intent of the law, I have worked with 
the National Park Service and the National 
Law Enforcement Officers Memorial Fund to 
introduce legislation requiring the Park Service 
and the Officers Memorial Fund enter into a 
cooperative agreement outlining how the 
money in the maintenance fund will be spent. 
It is imperative we correct this oversight, and 
secure the financial viability of the Officers 
Memorial Fund. 

This past Friday, the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial held their annual can-
dlelight vigil, honoring the 153 brave men and 
women who lost their lives in defense of their 
communities in 2004. The Memorial hosted 
nearly 20,000 family members, law enforce-
ment officers, and friends of law enforcement, 
who gathered to pay tribute to these fallen he-
roes. In addition to the pain and suffering of 
tragically losing a loved one, can you imagine 
the added stress had these families visited an 
unkempt site? Had the Officers Memorial Fund 
not used their own funds to provide routine 
maintenance and repair, grieving families 
would not have descended upon a memorial 
fit to honor the sacrifices made by their loved 
ones. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in 1984, Congress 
honored those officers who worked devotedly 
and selflessly on behalf of the people of our 
Nation by authorizing a memorial built in their 
honor. Over a decade later, Congress again 
authorized support for our law enforcement 
community by issuing a coin sale to help 
cover the costs of maintaining their memorial. 
Which brings us to today, over 20 years later, 
we must continue to ensure these sacrifices 
made are memorialized in perpetuity. 

This week, the Nation pays tribute to our 
law enforcement community by celebrating 
National Police Week. Enacted 43 years ago, 
this weeklong celebration commemorates law 
enforcement officers, past and present, who 
have, through their courageous and enduring 
commitment to maintaining the safety and se-
curity of all citizens, earned the respect and 
recognition of this grateful Nation. 

Please join me in continuing to honor these 
brave men and women by supporting H.R. 
2107. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of the legislation intro-
duced by the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. 
SAXTON. H.R. 2107, the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial Maintenance Fund Act 
of 2005 is a timely bill given that we are cele-
brating ‘‘National Police Week.’’ 

I am pleased that the 17th Annual Candle-
light Vigil was held at the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial last Friday. A 
reading of the 415 names newly engraved on 
the Memorial immediately followed the cere-
mony, and I send my condolences to the fami-
lies of all of the fallen officers whose names 
were inscribed. 

This important bill amends the United States 
Commemorative Coin Act of 1996 to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior, acting through the 
National Park Service, to: (1) enter into a co-
operative agreement with the National Law 
Enforcement Officers Memorial Fund, Inc., 
Corporation, to carry out the Fund’s purposes, 
generally, maintaining and repairing the Na-
tional Law Enforcement Officers Memorial in 
Washington, D.C., and periodically adding to it 
the names of law enforcement officers who 
have died in the line of duty; and (2) transfer 
all amounts in the Fund to the Corporation, in 
accordance with the terms of such agreement. 

Furthermore, H.R. 2107 revises the pur-
poses of the Fund to repeal: (1) authority to 
provide educational scholarships to immediate 
family members of law enforcement officers 
killed in the line of duty whose names appear 
on the Memorial; and (2) limitation of the 
Fund’s use for its own administration to the 
lesser of ten percent of its annual income or 
$200,000 during any one-year period, includ-
ing an emergency affecting the Memorial’s op-
eration. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to recognize the 
city of Houston’s law enforcement officers for 
the bravery that they exhibit in keeping the 
constituents of the 18th Congressional District 
safe. Lastly, I send condolences to the fami-
lies and friends of Houston law enforcement 
officers who have fallen in the line of duty. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
RENZI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2107. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

NEWLANDS PROJECT HEAD-
QUARTERS AND MAINTENANCE 
YARD FACILITY TRANSFER ACT 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 540) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey the Newlands 
Project Headquarters and Maintenance 
Yard Facility to the Truckee-Carson 
Irrigation District, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 540 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows: 

Sec. 1. Table of contents. 
TITLE I—NEWLANDS PROJECT HEAD-

QUARTERS AND MAINTENANCE YARD 
FACILITY TRANSFER 

Sec. 101. Short title. 
Sec. 102. Conveyance of Newlands Project 

Headquarters and Maintenance 
Yard Facility. 

TITLE II—INLAND EMPIRE AND 
CUCAMONGA VALLEY RECYCLING 
PROJECTS 

Sec. 201. Inland Empire and Cucamonga Val-
ley recycling projects. 

TITLE III—RIVERSIDE-CORONA FEEDER 
WATER PROJECT 

Sec. 301. Planning, design, and construction 
of the Riverside-Corona Feeder. 

Sec. 302. Project authorizations. 
TITLE IV—AINSWORTH UNIT, 

SANDHILLS DIVISION, PICK-SLOAN 
MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM 

Sec. 401. Ainsworth Unit, Sandhills Division, 
Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Pro-
gram. 

TITLE V—WICHITA PROJECT EQUUS 
BEDS DIVISION 

Sec. 501. Short title. 
Sec. 502. Equus Beds Division. 
TITLE VI—LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY 

WATER RESOURCES CONSERVATION 
AND IMPROVEMENT 

Sec. 601. Short title. 
Sec. 602. Authorization of additional 

projects and activities under 
the lower rio grande water con-
servation and improvement 
program. 

Sec. 603. Reauthorization of appropriations 
for lower rio grande construc-
tion. 

Sec. 604. Sunset provision. 
TITLE VII—BROWNSVILLE PUBLIC UTIL-

ITY BOARD WATER RECYCLING AND 
DESALINIZATION PROJECT 

Sec. 701. Brownsville Public Utility Board 
water recycling and desaliniza-
tion project. 
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TITLE VIII—EL PASO, TEXAS, WATER 

RECLAMATION, REUSE, AND DESALIN-
IZATION PROJECT 

Sec. 801. El Paso, Texas, water reclamation, 
reuse, and desalinization 
project. 

TITLE I—NEWLANDS PROJECT HEAD-
QUARTERS AND MAINTENANCE YARD 
FACILITY TRANSFER 

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Newlands 

Project Headquarters and Maintenance Yard 
Facility Transfer Act’’. 
SEC. 102. CONVEYANCE OF NEWLANDS PROJECT 

HEADQUARTERS AND MAINTENANCE 
YARD FACILITY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall convey to the Truckee-Carson Ir-
rigation District, Nevada, as soon as prac-
ticable after the date of the enactment of 
this Act and in accordance with all applica-
ble law and the terms of the memorandum of 
agreement between the District and the Sec-
retary dated June 9, 2003 (Contract No. 3–LC– 
20–8052), all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to real property within 
the Newlands Projects, Nevada, known as 
2666 Harrigan Road, Fallon, Nevada, and 
identified for disposition on the map entitled 
‘‘Newlands Project Headquarters and Main-
tenance Yard Facility’’. 

(b) TREATMENT OF PROCEEDS FROM FALLON 
FREIGHT YARD AS CONSIDERATION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law to the 
contrary, amounts received by the United 
States for the lease and sale of Newlands 
Project lands comprising the Fallon Freight 
Yard shall, for purposes of this section, be 
treated as payment in full of consideration 
for the property conveyed under subsection 
(a). 

(c) REPORT.—If the Secretary has not com-
pleted such conveyance within 12 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit a report to the Con-
gress explaining the reasons the conveyance 
has not been completed and stating the date 
by which the conveyance will be completed. 

(d) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW, REMEDIATION, 
AND REMOVAL.—The Secretary may not 
make any conveyance under this section 
until the completion with respect to the con-
veyance, in accordance with the memo-
randum of agreement referred to in sub-
section (a), of— 

(1) compliance with requirements relating 
to the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. et seq. 4321 et seq.) and cul-
tural resources; and 

(2) environmental site assessments, reme-
diation, or removal. 

(e) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for damages of any kind arising out 
of any act or omission by, or occurrence re-
lating to, the Truckee-Carson Irrigation Dis-
trict or its employees, agents, or contractors 
relating to the property conveyed under this 
section and occurring prior to, on, or after 
the date of such conveyance. 
TITLE II—INLAND EMPIRE AND 

CUCAMONGA VALLEY RECYCLING 
PROJECTS 

SEC. 201. INLAND EMPIRE AND CUCAMONGA VAL-
LEY RECYCLING PROJECTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 
cited as the ‘‘Inland Empire Regional Water 
Recycling Initiative’’. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities 
Act (Public Law 102–575, Title XVI; 43 U.S.C. 
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 1637. INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL WATER 

RECYCLING PROJECT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-

operation with the Inland Empire Utilities 

Agency, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of the Inland Empire 
regional water recycling project described in 
the report submitted under section 1606(c). 

‘‘(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the 
total cost of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the 
Secretary shall not be used for operation and 
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000. 

‘‘(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section. 
‘‘SEC. 1638. CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER RECY-

CLING PROJECT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-

operation with the Cucamonga Valley Water 
District, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of the Cucamonga 
Valley Water District satellite recycling 
plants in Rancho Cucamonga, California, to 
reclaim and recycle approximately 2 million 
gallons per day of domestic wastewater. 

‘‘(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the 
capital cost of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the 
Secretary shall not be used for operation and 
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $10,000,000. 

‘‘(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table 
of sections in section 2 of Public Law 102–575 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 1636 the following: 
‘‘1637. Inland Empire Regional Water Recy-

cling Program. 
‘‘1638. Cucamonga Valley Water Recycling 

Project.’’. 
TITLE III—RIVERSIDE-CORONA FEEDER 

WATER PROJECT 
SEC. 301. PLANNING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUC-

TION OF THE RIVERSIDE-CORONA 
FEEDER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, in cooperation with the Western Mu-
nicipal Water District, may participate in a 
project to plan, design, and construct a 
water supply project, the Riverside-Corona 
Feeder, which includes 20 groundwater wells 
and 28 miles of pipeline in San Bernardino 
and Riverside Counties, California. 

(b) AGREEMENTS AND REGULATIONS.—The 
Secretary may enter into such agreements 
and promulgate such regulations as are nec-
essary to carry out this section. 

(c) FEDERAL COST SHARE.— 
(1) PLANNING, DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION.—The 

Federal share of the cost to plan, design, and 
construct the project described in subsection 
(a) shall be the lesser of 35 percent of the 
total cost of the project or $50,000,000. 

(2) STUDIES.—The Federal share of the cost 
to complete the necessary planning study as-
sociated with the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 50 percent of the 
total study cost. 

(d) IN-KIND SERVICES.—In-kind services 
performed by the Western Municipal Water 
District shall be considered a part of the 
local cost share to complete the project de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

(e) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the 
Secretary under this section shall not be 

used for operation or maintenance of the 
project described in subsection (a). 

(f) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section. 
SEC. 302. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities 
Act (Public Law 102–575, title XVI; 43 U.S.C. 
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 163l. YUCAIPA VALLEY REGIONAL WATER 

SUPPLY RENEWAL PROJECT. 
‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-

operation with the Yucaipa Valley Water 
District, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of projects to treat 
impaired surface water, reclaim and reuse 
impaired groundwater, and provide brine dis-
posal within the Santa Ana Watershed de-
scribed in the report submitted under section 
1606. 

‘‘(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the 
total cost of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the 
Secretary shall not be used for operation or 
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000. 

‘‘(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section. 
‘‘SEC. 163l. CITY OF CORONA WATER UTILITY, 

CALIFORNIA, WATER RECYCLING 
AND REUSE PROJECT. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the City of Corona Water 
Utility, California, is authorized to partici-
pate in the design, planning, and construc-
tion of, and land acquisition for, a project to 
reclaim and reuse wastewater, including de-
graded groundwaters, within and outside of 
the service area of the City of Corona Water 
Utility, California. 

‘‘(b) COST SHARE.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the project authorized by this section 
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total cost 
of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
provide funds for the operation and mainte-
nance of the project authorized by this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table 
of sections in section 2 of Public Law 102–575 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 163l the following: 
‘‘Sec. 163l. Yucaipa Valley Regional Water 

Supply Renewal Project. 
‘‘Sec. 163l. City of Corona Water Utility, 

California, water recycling and 
reuse project.’’. 

TITLE IV—AINSWORTH UNIT, SANDHILLS 
DIVISION, PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 401. AINSWORTH UNIT, SANDHILLS DIVI-
SION, PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN 
PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall extend for the period described in 
subsection (b) the water service contract for 
the Ainsworth Unit, Sandhills Division, 
Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program, Ne-
braska, consisting of— 

(1) the water service contract entered into 
by the Secretary of the Interior under— 

(A) section 9(e) of the Reclamation Project 
Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 485h(e)); 
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(B) section 9(c) of the Act of December 22, 

1944 (58 Stat. 887, chapter 665); 
(C) the Act of August 21, 1954 (68 Stat. 757, 

chapter 781); and 
(D) the Act of May 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 160, 

chapter 285); and 
(2) the water service contract for the set 

project located in Cherry, Brown, and Rock 
Counties, Nebraska, for the use of a part of 
the waters of the Snake River, a tributary of 
the Niobrara River. 

(b) PERIOD OF EXTENSION.—The water serv-
ice contract described in subsection (a) shall 
be extended for 4 years after the date on 
which the contract expires under the water 
service contract and law in existence before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 
TITLE V—WICHITA PROJECT EQUUS BEDS 

DIVISION 
SEC. 501. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Wichita 
Project Equus Beds Division Authorization 
Act of 2005’’. 
SEC. 502. EQUUS BEDS DIVISION. 

The Act entitled ‘‘An Act to provide for 
the construction of the Cheney division, 
Wichita Federal reclamation project, Kan-
sas, and for other purposes’’ (Public Law 86– 
787; 74 Stat. 1026) is amended by adding the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 10. EQUUS BEDS DIVISION. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior may assist in the funding and imple-
mentation of the Equus Beds Aquifer Re-
charge and Recovery Component which is a 
part of the ‘Integrated Local Water Supply 
Plan, Wichita, Kansas’ (referred to in this 
section as the ‘Equus Beds Division’). Con-
struction of the Equus Beds Division shall be 
in substantial accordance with the plans and 
designs. 

‘‘(b) OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, AND RE-
PLACEMENT.—Operation, maintenance, and 
replacement of the Equus Beds Division, in-
cluding funding for those purposes, shall be 
the sole responsibility of the City of Wichita, 
Kansas. The Equus Beds Division shall be op-
erated in accordance with applicable laws 
and regulations. 

‘‘(c) AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary of the 
Interior may enter into, or agree to amend-
ments of, cooperative agreements and other 
appropriate agreements to carry out this 
section. 

‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—From funds 
made available for this section, the Sec-
retary of the Interior may charge an appro-
priate share related to administrative costs 
incurred. 

‘‘(e) PLANS AND ANALYSES CONSISTENT WITH 
FEDERAL LAW.—Before obligating funds for 
design or construction under this section, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall work co-
operatively with the City of Wichita, Kansas, 
to use, to the extent possible, plans, designs, 
and engineering and environmental analyses 
that have already been prepared by the City 
for the Equus Beds Division. The Secretary 
of the Interior shall assure that such infor-
mation is used consistent with applicable 
Federal laws and regulations, including prin-
ciples and guidelines used in preparing feasi-
bility level project studies. 

‘‘(f) TITLE; RESPONSIBILITY; LIABILITY.— 
Nothing in this section or assistance pro-
vided under this section shall be construed 
to transfer title, responsibility, or liability 
related to the Equus Beds Division (includ-
ing portions or features thereof) to the 
United States. 

‘‘(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated as the 
Federal share of the total cost of the Equus 
Beds Division, an amount not to not exceed 
25 percent of the total cost or $30,000,000 
(January, 2003 prices), whichever is less, plus 
or minus such amounts, if any, as may be 

justified by reason of ordinary fluctuations 
in construction costs as indicated by engi-
neering cost indexes applicable to the type of 
construction involved herein, whichever is 
less. Such sums shall be nonreimbursable. 

‘‘(h) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 
TITLE VI—LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY 

WATER RESOURCES CONSERVATION 
AND IMPROVEMENT 

SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Lower Rio 

Grande Valley Water Resources Conserva-
tion and Improvement Act of 2005’’. 
SEC. 602. AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL 

PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE LOWER RIO GRANDE WATER 
CONSERVATION AND IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM. 

(a) ADDITIONAL PROJECTS.—Section 4(a) of 
the Lower Rio Grande Valley Water Re-
sources Conservation and Improvement Act 
of 2000 (Public Law 106–576; 114 Stat. 3067) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(20) In Cameron County, Texas, Bayview 
Irrigation District No. 11, water conserva-
tion and improvement projects as identified 
in the March 3, 2004, engineering report by 
NRS Consulting Engineers at a cost of 
$1,425,219. 

‘‘(21) In the Cameron County, Texas, 
Brownsville Irrigation District, water con-
servation and improvement projects as iden-
tified in the February 11, 2004, engineering 
report by NRS Consulting Engineers at a 
cost of $722,100. 

‘‘(22) In the Cameron County, Texas Har-
lingen Irrigation District No. 1, water con-
servation and improvement projects as iden-
tified in the March, 2004, engineering report 
by Axiom-Blair Engineering at a cost of 
$4,173,950. 

‘‘(23) In the Cameron County, Texas, Cam-
eron County Irrigation District No. 2, water 
conservation and improvement projects as 
identified in the February 11, 2004, engineer-
ing report by NRS Consulting Engineers at a 
cost of $8,269,576. 

‘‘(24) In the Cameron County, Texas, Cam-
eron County Irrigation District No. 6, water 
conservation and improvement projects as 
identified in an engineering report by Turner 
Collie Braden, Inc., at a cost of $5,607,300. 

‘‘(25) In the Cameron County, Texas, 
Adams Gardens Irrigation District No. 19, 
water conservation and improvement 
projects as identified in the March, 2004, en-
gineering report by Axiom-Blair Engineering 
at a cost of $2,500,000. 

‘‘(26) In the Hidalgo and Cameron Counties, 
Texas, Hidalgo and Cameron Counties Irriga-
tion District No. 9, water conservation and 
improvement projects as identified by the 
February 11 engineering report by NRS Con-
sulting Engineers at a cost of $8,929,152. 

‘‘(27) In the Hidalgo and Willacy Counties, 
Texas, Delta Lake Irrigation District, water 
conservation and improvement projects as 
identified in the March, 2004, engineering re-
port by Axiom-Blair Engineering at a cost of 
$8,000,000. 

‘‘(28) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Hi-
dalgo County Irrigation District No. 2, a 
water conservation and improvement project 
identified in the engineering reports at-
tached to a letter dated February 11, 2004, 
from the district’s general manager, at a 
cost of $5,312,475. 

‘‘(29) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Hi-
dalgo County Irrigation District No. 1, water 
conservation and improvement projects iden-
tified in an engineering report dated March 
5, 2004, by Melden and Hunt, Inc. at a cost of 
$5,595,018. 

‘‘(30) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Hi-
dalgo County Irrigation District No. 6, water 

conservation and improvement projects as 
identified in the March, 2004, engineering re-
port by Axiom-Blair Engineering at a cost of 
$3,450,000. 

‘‘(31) In the Hidalgo County, Texas Santa 
Cruz Irrigation District No. 15, water con-
servation and improvement projects as iden-
tified in an engineering report dated March 
5, 2004, by Melden and Hunt, Inc. at a cost of 
$4,609,000. 

‘‘(32) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, 
Engelman Irrigation District, water con-
servation and improvement projects as iden-
tified in an engineering report dated March 
5, 2004, by Melden and Hunt, Inc. at a cost of 
$2,251,480. 

‘‘(33) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Valley 
Acres Water District, water conservation 
and improvement projects as identified in an 
engineering report dated March, 2004, by 
Axiom-Blair Engineering at a cost of 
$500,000. 

‘‘(34) In the Hudspeth County, Texas, 
Hudspeth County Conservation and Reclama-
tion District No. 1, water conservation and 
improvement projects as identified in the 
March, 2004, engineering report by Axiom- 
Blair Engineering at a cost of $1,500,000. 

‘‘(35) In the El Paso County, Texas, El Paso 
County Water Improvement District No. 1, 
water conservation and improvement 
projects as identified in the March, 2004, en-
gineering report by Axiom-Blair Engineering 
at a cost of $10,500,000. 

‘‘(36) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Donna 
Irrigation District, water conservation and 
improvement projects identified in an engi-
neering report dated March 22, 2004, by 
Melden and Hunt, Inc. at a cost of $2,500,000. 

‘‘(37) In the Hidalgo County, Texas, Hi-
dalgo County Irrigation District No. 16, 
water conservation and improvement 
projects identified in an engineering report 
dated March 22, 2004, by Melden and Hunt, 
Inc. at a cost of $2,800,000. 

‘‘(38) The United Irrigation District of Hi-
dalgo County water conservation and im-
provement projects as identified in a March 
2004, engineering report by Sigler Winston, 
Greenwood and Associates at a cost of 
$6,067,021.’’. 

(b) INCLUSION OF ACTIVITIES TO CONSERVE 
WATER OR IMPROVE SUPPLY; TRANSFERS 
AMONG PROJECTS.—Section 4 of such Act 
(Public Law 106–576; 114 Stat. 3067) is further 
amended by redesignating subsection (c) as 
subsection (e), and by inserting after sub-
section (b) the following: 

‘‘(c) INCLUSION OF ACTIVITIES TO CONSERVE 
WATER OR IMPROVE SUPPLY.—In addition to 
the activities identified in the engineering 
reports referred to in subsection (a), each 
project that the Secretary conducts or par-
ticipates in under subsection (a) may include 
any of the following: 

‘‘(1) The replacement of irrigation canals 
and lateral canals with buried pipelines. 

‘‘(2) The impervious lining of irrigation ca-
nals and lateral canals. 

‘‘(3) Installation of water level, flow meas-
urement, pump control, and telemetry sys-
tems. 

‘‘(4) The renovation and replacement of 
pumping plants. 

‘‘(5) Other activities that will result in the 
conservation of water or an improved supply 
of water. 

‘‘(d) TRANSFERS AMONG PROJECTS.—Of 
amounts made available for a project re-
ferred to in any of paragraphs (20) through 
(38) of subsection (a), the Secretary may 
transfer and use for another such project up 
to 10 percent.’’. 
SEC. 603. REAUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS FOR LOWER RIO GRANDE 
CONSTRUCTION. 

Section 4(e) of the Lower Rio Grande Val-
ley Water Resources Conservation and Im-
provement Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–576; 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:52 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H16MY5.REC H16MY5C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3281 May 16, 2005 
114 Stat. 3067), as redesignated by section 
602(b) of this title, is further amended by in-
serting before the period the following: ‘‘for 
projects referred to in paragraphs (1) through 
(19) of subsection (a), and $42,356,145 (2004 dol-
lars) for projects referred to in paragraphs 
(20) through (38) of subsection (a)’’. 
SEC. 604. SUNSET PROVISION. 

The authority of the Secretary to carry 
out the projects added by paragraphs (20) 
through (38) of the amendment made by sec-
tion 602(a) of this title shall terminate 10 
years after the date of the enactment of this 
section. 
TITLE VII—BROWNSVILLE PUBLIC UTIL-

ITY BOARD WATER RECYCLING AND DE-
SALINIZATION PROJECT 

SEC. 701. BROWNSVILLE PUBLIC UTILITY BOARD 
WATER RECYCLING AND DESALIN-
IZATION PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities 
Act (Public Law 102–575, title XVI; 43 U.S.C. 
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 163ll. BROWNSVILLE PUBLIC UTILITY 

BOARD WATER RECYCLING AND DE-
SALINIZATION PROJECT. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Brownsville Public Util-
ity Board, may participate in the design, 
planning, and construction of facilities to re-
claim, reuse, and treat impaired waters in 
the Brownsville, Texas, area. 

‘‘(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of 
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the 
total cost of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the 
Secretary shall not be used for operation and 
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a). 

‘‘(d) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 
section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections in section 2 of Public Law 102–575 is 
amended by inserting after the last item re-
lating to title XVI the following: 
‘‘163l. Brownsville Public Utility Board 

water recycling and desaliniza-
tion project.’’. 

TITLE VIII—EL PASO, TEXAS, WATER REC-
LAMATION, REUSE, AND DESALINIZA-
TION PROJECT 

SEC. 801. EL PASO, TEXAS, WATER RECLAMATION, 
REUSE, AND DESALINIZATION 
PROJECT. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Reclamation 
Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Fa-
cilities Act (Public Law 102–575, title XVI; 43 
U.S.C. 390h et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 16xx. EL PASO, TEXAS, WATER RECLAMA-

TION, REUSE, AND DESALINIZATION 
PROJECT. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the State and local authori-
ties, is authorized to participate in the de-
sign, planning, and construction of the El 
Paso Water Reclamation, Reuse, and Desa-
linization project to reclaim and reuse 
wastewater and to treat and reuse impaired 
and brackish groundwater in the service area 
of the El Paso Water Utilities Public Service 
Board, El Paso, Texas. 

‘‘(b) COST SHARE.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the project authorized by this section 
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total cost 
of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
provide funds for the operation and mainte-
nance of the project authorized by this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this 

section shall terminate 10 years after the 
date of the enactment of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections in section 2 of such Act is amended 
by inserting after the item relating to sec-
tion 16xx the following: 
‘‘Sec. 16xx. El Paso, Texas, water reclama-

tion, reuse, and desalinization 
project.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. RENZI) and the gentleman 
from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. RENZI). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 540. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 540 directs the Secretary of the 

Interior to transfer 35 acres of the 
Truckee-Carson Irrigation District as 
soon as practicable. Before the transfer 
takes place, all environmental anal-
yses will be completed in accordance 
with Federal, State and local laws. 

As amended, this important bill also 
includes a number of other bipartisan 
water measures either favorably re-
ported by the Committee on Resources 
in the waning days of the 108th Con-
gress or those which were passed in the 
last Congress but were not considered 
by the Senate. Today’s effort is an at-
tempt to make it easier for Senate to 
pass these measures. 

These bipartisan bills include H.R. 
386, legislation offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) and 
some of his lower Rio Grande, Texas 
colleagues, to help local irrigation dis-
tricts and communities preserve their 
water supplies; H.R. 802, a bill authored 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO), to au-
thorize Federal assistance for a water 
recycling project in California’s Inland 
Empire; H.R. 855, legislation intro-
duced by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. ORTIZ), to provide Federal dollars 
to the City of Brownsville’s desaliniza-
tion project; H.R. 863, a bill sponsored 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
REYES), to provide Federal assistance 
to the City of El Paso’s alternative 
water supply project; H.R. 1008, legisla-
tion authored by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CALVERT) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS), to 
allow Federal assistance for water 
projects in southern California; H.R. 
1197, a bill sponsored by the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE), to ex-
tend irrigation contracts in Nebraska; 
and finally, H.R. 1327, legislation of-
fered by the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. TIAHRT), to provide Federal assist-
ance to the City of Wichita’s aquifer 
recharge project. 

b 1500 

Mr. Speaker, these are bipartisan 
bills and deserve unanimous support. 

Once again, I urge my colleagues to 
pass H.R. 540 and the measures in-
cluded therewith. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, we support passage of H.R. 540 
and the amendment to the bill which 
adds seven new titles. The amendment 
authorizes several important projects 
for water recycling, improvements to 
irrigation efficiency, conservation of 
groundwater and surface water, and de-
salination of water. 

I particularly want to draw attention 
to titles VI, VII and VIII of this legisla-
tion. These titles incorporate the text 
of H.R. 386, H.R. 855 and H.R. 863, re-
spectively. 

These bills, introduced by the gentle-
men from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 
ORTIZ, and Mr. REYES), my colleagues, 
will help finance projects to stretch the 
limited water supplies in their dis-
tricts. I commend my friends from 
Texas for their leadership in intro-
ducing these bills and for working hard 
to secure their passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield such 
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS). 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, first, let 
me thank my good friend and colleague 
from Arizona for allowing me the privi-
lege to rise today in support of legisla-
tion I introduced, the Newlands Project 
Headquarters and Maintenance Yard 
Facility Transfer Act, H.R. 540. 

This legislation passed the House 
under suspension of the rules last year, 
but was not considered in the Senate 
prior to the adjournment of the 108th 
Congress. I truly appreciate the oppor-
tunity to stand before my colleagues 
again in support of this legislation that 
is so important for the people of the 
Second District of the State of Nevada. 

The purpose of this legislation is to 
transfer all right, title, and interest in 
the Newlands Project to the Truckee- 
Carson Irrigation District, otherwise 
known as TCID. This conveyance con-
sists of approximately 35 acres and will 
allow TCID to make permanent im-
provements on this land for the contin-
ued operation of the Newlands Rec-
lamation Project. 

In 1996, the Bureau of Reclamation 
certified that TCID had repaid the 
original construction costs designated 
for repayment to the United States. 
The original construction costs in-
cluded the cost of the land on which 
the initial headquarter facilities were 
located. In the late 1970s, however, 
TCID had outgrown the original facili-
ties and moved to the current site, 
which is the area to be conveyed 
through this legislation. 
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TCID paid for the land where the 

original facilities were located; how-
ever, they were never compensated 
when they vacated these lots, despite 
the fact that a Federal post office now 
sits on the original tract of land that 
housed the project headquarters. 

Critics will charge that this bill un-
fairly favors the TCID and that the 
land is a taxpayer asset and should be 
treated accordingly. Those assertions 
simply do not make sense. 

The Bureau of Reclamation certified 
that the Newlands Project had been 
paid for and asking the TCID to pay for 
their land that their headquarters is 
currently located on would be in effect 
asking them to pay for it twice. 

To say that H.R. 540 is a giveaway is 
simply incorrect and misrepresents the 
intent of this important legislation. 
This bill is a fair solution to an unfair 
situation. 

Therefore, I urge my colleagues to 
join me and Senator JOHN ENSIGN and 
Senator HARRY REID and Governor 
Kenny Guinn of Nevada and the local 
leaders of Churchill County and the 
city of Fallon, Nevada, in supporting 
this legislation. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Arizona (Mr. RENZI), my good friend 
and colleague, once again for allowing 
me to speak on this bill. I appreciate 
the consideration of this legislation 
that is so very important to my con-
stituents in Nevada. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, I congratulate the gentleman 
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) for his lead-
ership on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield as much time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from El Paso, Texas (Mr. REYES), and 
also recognize his crucial leadership on 
water issues in the border area. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me time this 
afternoon. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this legislation which will help sev-
eral local communities around the 
country address their water manage-
ment issues. 

Like many communities in the West, 
one of the greatest challenges facing 
my congressional district of El Paso, 
Texas, has been providing an adequate 
water supply to our rapidly growing 
population. 

Fortunately, our community is meet-
ing this challenge successfully, in part 
through the construction of a major in-
land desalination plant that will treat 
the brackish water of the Hueco Bolson 
so it can be utilized by the people of El 
Paso and the surrounding region, as 
well as Fort Bliss military base. The 
project, which is a partnership of the 
El Paso Water Utilities and the Depart-
ment of Defense, is set to begin con-
struction and should be completed 
within the year. 

I am proud to say that El Paso is 
leading the way when it comes to in-
land desalination, in addition to our 
ongoing conservation and reclamation 
initiatives. This bill will further our ef-

forts by authorizing the city of El Paso 
to expand the soon-to-be constructed 
desalination plant or to construct an 
additional plant if and when additional 
capacity is required over the next 10 
years. 

Ensuring a reliable, long-term water 
source for El Paso and the El Paso re-
gion is essential for the community’s 
future. Desalination, and therefore, 
this legislation, is an integral part of 
that effort. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to thank the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. GIBBONS) and the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), the chair-
man and ranking member of the full 
committee, and the gentleman from 
California (Mr. RADANOVICH) and the 
gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO), the chairman and rank-
ing member of the Subcommittee on 
Water and Power, for their assistance 
in moving this important legislation 
forward. 

I would also like to thank my two 
colleagues from Arizona and from New 
Mexico for granting me the oppor-
tunity to speak this afternoon. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge all my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 540, a bill that will authorize a va-
riety of water projects including several in my 
congressional district. I want to thank Chair-
man POMBO and Ranking Member RAHALL for 
including my legislation, H.R. 386, in this bill. 

I represent a region of the country that is 
subject to periodic droughts and yet is experi-
encing phenomenal population growth. 

The 2000 Census showed that the popu-
lation of Hidalgo County, in my district, in-
creased by 48 percent. On the Mexican side 
of the border, millions have come to work in 
the maquiladoras and to take advantage of the 
economic boom that has come from NAFTA. 

This growth has placed an enormous strain 
on water delivery systems along the Texas- 
Mexico border. Agriculture irrigation water 
often flows through open dirt ditches and stud-
ies show that much is lost to seepage and 
evaporation. 

Municipalities rely on the water from the irri-
gation delivery systems to meet the water 
needs of growing communities. 

H.R. 540 will authorize 19 projects that will 
allow border water districts to continue up-
grading and modernizing our antiquated water 
delivery systems through the installation of 
water pipes and canal linings. Similar projects 
were authorized in the 106th and 107th Con-
gresses. 

We have already made a great deal of 
progress because this has been a collabo-
rative effort. The irrigation districts have pro-
vided matching funds. The Texas Water De-
velopment Board and Texas A&M University 
have paid for many of the engineering studies. 
Federal appropriators have provided more 
than $10 million. As a result, we are seeing 
water savings of almost 80 percent in the 
projects that have been completed. 

Most importantly, Federal authorization has 
allowed us to tap into the resources of the 
North American Development Bank. To date, 
NADBank has approved almost $24 million for 
these projects and passage of H.R. 540 will 
make these new projects eligible for NADBank 
assistance. 

These funds are being put to good use. Nu-
merous projects are already underway and 
some are almost completed. 

When the metering system is fully installed, 
irrigation districts will have a much clearer pic-
ture of water usage and water savings. This 
data will be vital to improving water manage-
ment throughout the region. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
thank House Resources Chairman RICHARD 
POMBO and Subcommittee on Water and 
Power Chairman GEORGE RADANOVICH, for 
their hard work in moving H.R. 802 as a part 
of this larger resources package bill, H.R. 540 
as amended, to the House floor. 

I introduced this Inland Empire Water Recy-
cling Initiative, H.R. 802, to authorize $30 mil-
lion total for the Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
(IEUA) and the Cucamonga Valley Water Dis-
trict (CVWD) to assist in constructing two 
water recycling projects which will nearly 
100,000 acre-feet of new water annually to the 
area’s water supply. 

It is imperative that we continue to approve 
measures preventing water supply shortages 
in the Western United States. This recycling 
initiative will help meet the water needs of the 
Inland Empire and begin a strategic federal- 
local partnership to bring a significant amount 
of new water supply to the region. 

I am pleased that this initiative has the sup-
port of all member agencies of the Inland Em-
pire Utilities Agency, as well as the water 
agencies downstream in Orange County. IEUA 
encompasses approximately 242 square miles 
and serves the cities of Chino, Chino Hills, 
Fontana, Ontario, Upland, Montclair, and Ran-
cho Cucamonga. 

IEUA and CVWD are replacing water-inten-
sive applications like landscape and agricul-
tural irrigation, construction, and industrial 
cooling with high-quality recycled water, fresh 
water can be conserved or used for drinking, 
thereby reducing the dependence on expen-
sive imported water. 

In addition, by recycling water which would 
otherwise be wasted and unavailable, these 
agencies provide that the water available goes 
through at least one more cycle of beneficial 
use before it is ultimately returned to the envi-
ronment. 

I want to reiterate my thanks to the House 
Resources Committee, as well as to my col-
leagues, KEN CALVERT, GRACE NAPOLITANO, 
GARY MILLER, and JOE BACA for cosponsoring 
H.R. 802. 

And last but certainly not least, I appreciate 
the visionary leadership of Mr. Robert 
DeLoach, General Manager of the 
Cucamonga Valley Water District and Mr. Rich 
Atwater, CEO and General Manager of the In-
land Empire Utilities Agency. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. 
Speaker, having no additional speak-
ers, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California). The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
RENZI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 540, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 06:52 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H16MY5.REC H16MY5C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3283 May 16, 2005 
the rules were suspended and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to convey the 
Newlands Project Headquarters and 
Maintenance Yard Facility to the 
Truckee-Carson Irrigation District.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

UPPER HOUSATONIC VALLEY 
NATIONAL HERITAGE AREA ACT 

Mr. RENZI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 938) to establish the Upper 
Housatonic Valley National Heritage 
Area in the State of Connecticut and 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 938 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Upper 
Housatonic Valley National Heritage Area 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The upper Housatonic Valley, encom-
passing 29 towns in the hilly terrain of west-
ern Massachusetts and northwestern Con-
necticut, is a singular geographical and cul-
tural region that has made significant na-
tional contributions through its literary, ar-
tistic, musical, and architectural achieve-
ments, its iron, paper, and electrical equip-
ment industries, and its scenic beautifi-
cation and environmental conservation ef-
forts. 

(2) The upper Housatonic Valley has 139 
properties and historic districts listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places, includ-
ing— 

(A) five National Historic Landmarks— 
(i) Edith Wharton’s home, The Mount, 

Lenox, Massachusetts; 
(ii) Herman Melville’s home, Arrowhead, 

Pittsfield, Massachusetts; 
(iii) W.E.B. DuBois’ Boyhood Homesite, 

Great Barrington, Massachusetts; 
(iv) Mission House, Stockbridge, Massa-

chusetts; and 
(v) Crane and Company Old Stone Mill Rag 

Room, Dalton, Massachusetts; and 
(B) four National Natural Landmarks— 
(i) Bartholomew’s Cobble, Sheffield, Massa-

chusetts, and Salisbury, Connecticut; 
(ii) Beckley Bog, Norfolk, Connecticut; 
(iii) Bingham Bog, Salisbury, Connecticut; 

and 
(iv) Cathedral Pines, Cornwall, Con-

necticut. 
(3) Writers, artists, musicians, and vaca-

tioners have visited the region for more than 
150 years to enjoy its scenic wonders, making 
it one of the country’s leading cultural re-
sorts. 

(4) The upper Housatonic Valley has made 
significant national cultural contributions 
through such writers as Herman Melville, 
Nathaniel Hawthorne, Edith Wharton, and 
W.E.B. DuBois, artists Daniel Chester 
French and Norman Rockwell, and the per-
forming arts centers of Tanglewood, Music 
Mountain, Norfolk (Connecticut) Chamber 
Music Festival, Jacob’s Pillow, and Shake-
speare & Company. 

(5) The upper Housatonic Valley is noted 
for its pioneering achievements in the iron, 

paper, and electrical generation industries 
and has cultural resources to interpret those 
industries. 

(6) The region became a national leader in 
scenic beautification and environmental con-
servation efforts following the era of indus-
trialization and deforestation and maintains 
a fabric of significant conservation areas in-
cluding the meandering Housatonic River. 

(7) Important historical events related to 
the American Revolution, Shays’ Rebellion, 
and early civil rights took place in the upper 
Housatonic Valley. 

(8) The region had an American Indian 
presence going back 10,000 years and Mohi-
cans had a formative role in contact with 
Europeans during the seventeenth and eight-
eenth centuries. 

(9) The Upper Housatonic Valley National 
Heritage Area has been proposed in order to 
heighten appreciation of the region, preserve 
its natural and historical resources, and im-
prove the quality of life and economy of the 
area. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are as follows: 

(1) To establish the Upper Housatonic Val-
ley National Heritage Area in the State of 
Connecticut and the Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts. 

(2) To implement the national heritage 
area alternative as described in the docu-
ment entitled ‘‘Upper Housatonic Valley Na-
tional Heritage Area Feasibility Study, 
2003’’. 

(3) To provide a management framework to 
foster a close working relationship with all 
levels of government, the private sector, and 
the local communities in the upper 
Housatonic Valley region to conserve the re-
gion’s heritage while continuing to pursue 
compatible economic opportunities. 

(4) To assist communities, organizations, 
and citizens in the State of Connecticut and 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in iden-
tifying, preserving, interpreting, and devel-
oping the historical, cultural, scenic, and 
natural resources of the region for the edu-
cational and inspirational benefit of current 
and future generations. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) HERITAGE AREA.—The term ‘‘Heritage 

Area’’ means the Upper Housatonic Valley 
National Heritage Area, established in sec-
tion 4. 

(2) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘Man-
agement Entity’’ means the management en-
tity for the Heritage Area designated by sec-
tion 4(d). 

(3) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The term ‘‘Man-
agement Plan’’ means the management plan 
for the Heritage Area specified in section 6. 

(4) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Boundary Map Upper Housatonic 
Valley National Heritage Area’’, numbered 
P17/80,000, and dated February 2003. 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of Connecticut and the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 
SEC. 4. UPPER HOUSATONIC VALLEY NATIONAL 

HERITAGE AREA. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

the Upper Housatonic Valley National Herit-
age Area. 

(b) BOUNDARIES.—The Heritage Area shall 
be comprised of— 

(1) part of the Housatonic River’s water-
shed, which extends 60 miles from Lanesboro, 
Massachusetts to Kent, Connecticut; 

(2) the towns of Canaan, Colebrook, Corn-
wall, Kent, Norfolk, North Canaan, Salis-
bury, Sharon, and Warren in Connecticut; 
and 

(3) the towns of Alford, Becket, Dalton, 
Egremont, Great Barrington, Hancock, 

Hinsdale, Lanesboro, Lee, Lenox, Monterey, 
Mount Washington, New Marlboro, Pitts-
field, Richmond, Sheffield, Stockbridge, 
Tyringham, Washington, and West Stock-
bridge in Massachusetts. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall 
be on file and available for public inspection 
in the appropriate offices of the National 
Park Service, Department of the Interior. 

(d) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The Upper 
Housatonic Valley National Heritage Area, 
Inc. shall be the management entity for the 
Heritage Area. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORITIES, PROHIBITIONS, AND DU-

TIES OF THE MANAGEMENT ENTITY. 
(a) DUTIES OF THE MANAGEMENT ENTITY.— 

To further the purposes of the Heritage Area, 
the management entity shall— 

(1) prepare and submit a management plan 
for the Heritage Area to the Secretary in ac-
cordance with section 6; 

(2) assist units of local government, re-
gional planning organizations, and nonprofit 
organizations in implementing the approved 
management plan by— 

(A) carrying out programs and projects 
that recognize, protect and enhance impor-
tant resource values within the Heritage 
Area; 

(B) establishing and maintaining interpre-
tive exhibits and programs within the Herit-
age Area; 

(C) developing recreational and edu-
cational opportunities in the Heritage Area; 

(D) increasing public awareness of and ap-
preciation for natural, historical, scenic, and 
cultural resources of the Heritage Area; 

(E) protecting and restoring historic sites 
and buildings in the Heritage Area that are 
consistent with heritage area themes; 

(F) ensuring that signs identifying points 
of public access and sites of interest are 
posted throughout the Heritage Area; and 

(G) promoting a wide range of partnerships 
among governments, organizations and indi-
viduals to further the purposes of the Herit-
age Area; 

(3) consider the interests of diverse units of 
government, businesses, organizations and 
individuals in the Heritage Area in the prep-
aration and implementation of the manage-
ment plan; 

(4) conduct meetings open to the public at 
least semi-annually regarding the develop-
ment and implementation of the manage-
ment plan; 

(5) submit an annual report to the Sec-
retary for any fiscal year in which the man-
agement entity receives Federal funds under 
this Act, setting forth its accomplishments, 
expenses, and income, including grants to 
any other entities during the year for which 
the report is made; 

(6) make available for audit for any fiscal 
year in which it receives Federal funds under 
this Act, all information pertaining to the 
expenditure of such funds and any matching 
funds, and require in all agreements author-
izing expenditures of Federal funds by other 
organizations, that the receiving organiza-
tions make available for such audit all 
records and other information pertaining to 
the expenditure of such funds; and 

(7) encourage by appropriate means eco-
nomic development that is consistent with 
the purposes of the Heritage Area. 

(b) AUTHORITIES.—The management entity 
may, for the purposes of preparing and im-
plementing the management plan for the 
Heritage Area, use Federal funds made avail-
able through this Act to— 

(1) make grants to the State of Con-
necticut and the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, their political subdivisions, non-
profit organizations and other persons; 

(2) enter into cooperative agreements with 
or provide technical assistance to the State 
of Connecticut and the Commonwealth of 
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